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LOCATION:  Palo Christi Elementary School, Kingman Arizona 
DATE:  November 13, 2008 
 
SUBJECT:  I-40/US 93 West Kingman Traffic Interchange 
   Feasibility Report and Environmental Studies 
   ADOT Project Number: 040 MO 048 H7323 01L 
   Federal Project Number:  NH-040-A(AVJ) 
   Public Meeting Summary 
  
AGENCY AND CONSULTANT ATTENDEES: 
   Shahid Bhuiyan  ADOT Predesign 

Mike Kondelis  ADOT Kingman District  
Larry Doescher ADOT SPMG  

   Michele Beggs ADOT CCP  
   Steve Thomas  FHWA  
   Doug Fischer  Kimley-Horn & Associates 
   Sarah Eichinger Kimley-Horn & Associates    

Ahmad Omais  Kimley-Horn & Associates 
   Steve Latoski  Mohave County  
   John Reid  BLM 
   Coralie Cole  Jacobs 
   Laura Nordan  Jacobs 
 
ATTACHMENTS: Sign-In Sheets 

Informational Handout 
Newspaper Advertisement 
Presentation Slides 
Meeting Board Graphics 
Postcard Notification 
Question Cards (32) 
Comment Sheets (9) 
Emails (9) 
Phone Calls (5) 

 
SUMMARY: 
 
The Arizona Department of Transportation (ADOT), in coordination with the Federal Highway 
Administration (FHWA) and the Bureau of Land Management, has initiated a study of potential 
improvements to the Interstate 40 (I-40)/US 93 traffic interchange (TI) in Kingman. The study 
will identify alternatives for providing connection between I-40 and US 93 that will allow traffic 
to flow through the interchange without stopping. Alternatives for a new TI location, including 
possible improvements to the existing Beale Street TI, are being evaluated.  
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A public information meeting was held on November 13, 2008, at the Palo Christi Elementary 
School in Kingman from 6:00 p.m. to 8:00 p.m. to provide an update on the study progress. Two 
alternative corridors recommended for further consideration were presented in detail and the 
opportunity was given for the public to provide issues, concerns and opportunities to be 
addressed during further development and evaluation of the study alternatives. A total of 
120 people (not including agency and consultant representatives) attended the meeting. 
 
Meeting advertisements were published in the Kingman Daily Miner on November 12 and 13, 
2008, and the Standard on November 5 and 11, 2008. In addition, meeting notification postcards 
were mailed to over 14,000 addresses in the Kingman area on October 29, 2008. Informational 
handouts, copies of the slide presentation, comment sheets, and question cards were distributed 
to the meeting attendees. Public meeting visuals were on display for viewing prior to the formal 
presentation.  The meeting consisted of an open house from 6:00 to 6:30, with a 15-minute 
presentation given at 6:30 p.m. After the presentation, a question-and-answer session was held. 
A summary of the questions and answers is provided below. The meeting closed at 
approximately 8:00 p.m. 
 
Question/Answer Summary 
 
Q1 - Will this project stop or slow down progress on ADOT’s plan for Rattlesnake Wash? 
A - This project will not impact the Rattlesnake Wash project schedule. 
 
Q2 - The City of Kingman should keep the Ft. Beale area free of the interchange – there are 
parks, trails and cultural areas – are they to be protected? 
A - Since this project will require FHWA funding, impacts to 4(f) properties require additional 
analysis and avoidance alternatives must be investigated. 

 
Q3 - Both C and D will be an incursion into Metcalfe Acres – what streets therein are impacted? 
A - At this level of the study we do not know specific impacts to streets.  Those details will be 
worked out later in the study process, and we will have more details available at that time. 
 
Q4 - I believe and support the plan that calls for overhead on and off ramps that would provide a 
true highway interchange.  This is the only real remedy in my opinion.  It should serve for a 
great deal of growth for a long time at a longer construction period/max cost.   
A - Thank you for your comment. 
 
Q5 - Please zoom in on C & D areas. What happens to present US 93/Beale Street Interchange? 
A - For both C and D interchange options, access will remain the same – it will be like the 
current configuration. 
 
Q6 - Does this project have anything to do with Canamex or North American Union? Please 
explain - C Corridor = $204M as opposed to $51M dollars. Is there really any question?   
A - The project is not related to Canamex or North American Union, but is the result of the need 
to relieve local area congestion. Cost is a consideration, but not the only one. The $204M 
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estimate is an order of magnitude estimate of the “worst case” scenario, and would be refined 
during the next phase of the study.  
 
Q7 - At this time, do you anticipate any possible new funding for the "five-year" construction 
program due to the new "progressive" administration coming in office next year?  Our country's 
infrastructure is in such bad shape. 
A - There is discussion regarding a proposed stimulus package, but we do not know the details 
for funding. This project may or may not benefit from the stimulus package, because 6-7 years 
from now, we do not know the status the economy will be in. 
 
Q8 - Thank you for the presentation.  Why not shoot for A's and B's for the direct connection in 
2040 instead of B's & C's? Is it cost? What would A's and B's look like? Is there room to 
grow/expand in 2040? (is this in the current planning discussion?) 
A - This is the guideline by which ADOT designs roadways to provide an acceptable peak-hour 
level of service. 
 
Q9 - Where on Option D would traffic leave I-40 and where would it connect on US 93 - give 
points of reference or landmarks that we know. 
A - At this level of the study we do not have exact locations for these connections; however we 
can show you more detail during the next stage of the study.  
 
Q10 - How much do you think this will cost? 
A – That depends on which alternative is chosen (refer to slide presentation). 
 
Q11 - Will private property be taken to build the interchange? 
A - There would likely be some impacts to private property; however, ADOT’s goal is to avoid 
impacts to property. 
 
Q12 - What kind of environmental issues exist? 
A - Quite a few – there are 4(f), and 6(f) resources in the area; washes, historic wagon trails, and 
cultural resources. At the next stage of the study we will define issues, show them on the study 
map and mitigate whenever there are conflicts. 
 
Q13 - How much population will this make (will project increase area growth) 
A - The study used historical population data and current projections to model growth. 
 
Q14 - Is US 93 going to be a 4-lane road to Beale Street? Can you get off 93 to the park area 
between Beale Street and Route 68? 
A - The anticipated US 93 configuration on the west side of the interchange will be three lanes in 
each direction. The existing interchange will stay remain in place. 
 
Q15 - Can you show C&D over a map showing businesses like on the first slide? 
A – This information is not developed yet. In the next phase of the study we will have a more 
detailed map to present to the public. 
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Q16 - What is to be done to help the environment? 
A - Traffic congestion creates more pollution.  The aim is to alleviate this.  We will study and 
mitigate environmental impacts.  There will be Federal funds involved with the study with strict 
requirements to analyze impacts. 
 
Q17 - Is there available better graphics that are easier to see and read? 
A – This will be more feasible at the next level of the study, when more detail is available. 
 
Q18 - What impact would Corridor D have on businesses located in Corridor C? 
A - Physically there would be no impacts and vehicles would still have access. Any potential 
economic impacts would be investigated as part of the environmental process in the next level of 
study. 
 
Q19 - Is the C & D choices set in stone? 
A - These choices are not set in stone.  We’re dealing with wide corridors at this stage. The goal 
is to create a direct connection, and there may be alternatives that come up and will be examined.  
We’re moving forward from one phase in the study to the next – there may be new alternatives to 
discuss. 
 
Q20 - Is there a push by the Feds as part of the Canamex Highway? 
A - As seen from the traffic numbers, there is lots of congestion in the area – which primarily 
stems from local traffic. The community would want ADOT to address this congestion.  This 
congestion is not related directly to Canamex, but is primarily a result of local area congestion. 
 
Q2 - Please consider south border of Corridor C - cost will decrease if you avoid the businesses 
and it will affect fewer homes and businesses.  D will affect the water area natural spring and 
water tower. 
A - That is one of the alternatives we will consider; we’ll be maneuvering within the corridor. 
The water impacts will be noted in the next phase; we will display impacts on map renderings 
once they are refined. 
 
Q22 - Do you have a rendering or artist sketch of C & D? 
A – We will have more visuals to show at the next phase of the study in the future.  
 
Q23 - What’s more important – costs or someone’s house? 
A - The goal of ADOT is not to acquire property; the goal is to have the least impact. We will be 
developing avoidance options. 
 
Q24 - Is ADOT adding onto or creating new highways in this area? 
A - ADOT is conducting public meetings to give opportunity for you to voice your comments - 
to help in developing ADOT’s overview, or “big” plan.  ADOT is looking at long term planning; 
30-40 years out to plan what they want to do.  Public meetings on this will be conducted in 
Bullhead City on Monday, Lake Havasu City on Tuesday – to look at long term issues and we 
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want your input on needs. For those meetings we are not looking at improvements to current 
highways, improving corridors within existing alignments; or improving interchanges – but get 
input on developing an overview plan for the state. 
 
Q25 - Can you come back before the year end with the footprint and construction schedule for 
option “C”? 
A - No footprint or construction schedule will be set at this phase of the study.   
 
Q26 - If private property is taken, what is the process to determine value? 
A - ADOT provides lots of advance notice and will know years before an acquisition. ADOT 
uses appraisals to determine market value, makes an offer on the property, and works with the 
owner to come to an agreement. 
 
Q27 - With a $204M price tag, why is Route C even being considered? 
A – Corridor Alternative C is feasible and recommended for further study because it would meet 
the needs of the traffic and stay within an existing transportation corridor. This cost reflects a 
“worst case” scenario. 
 
Q28 - You said traffic flow historically from US 93 has been stopped to trucking since 2001 – 
has this been taken into account? 
A –The issue of truck traffic and the anticipated opening of the Hoover Dam bypass are included 
in the Kingman Area Traffic Study that was used as a basis for the traffic projections used in this 
study. 
   
Q29 - What will happen when Hoover Dam will be bypassed with a 4-lane road portion of 
US 93? 
A –The issue of truck traffic and the anticipated opening of the Hoover Dam bypass are included 
in the Kingman Area Traffic Study that was used as a basis for the traffic projections used in this 
study. 
 
Q30 - This will completely take away Metwell and Camp Beale Loop Hiking area according to 
the BLM map. 
A - At this level of study present we do not know the potential impacts to these specific areas. 
Recreational areas are protected under federal law and must be considered in the environmental 
analysis. 
 
Q31 -  Would either the C or D corridors have an impact on the ingress/egress to the ADOT 
weigh station at Hwy 68, or is any additional weigh station (truck scales) being considered going 
N on US 93? 
A- There would be no impacts to the weigh station – it is outside of the study area. 
 
Q32 - Is there a website to see the progress of the planning maps, etc? 
A - The project website is: 
http://www.azdot.gov/highways/districts/kingman/I40_US93_WestKingmanTI.asp 
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Q33 (no card) - Who ultimately decides C or D? 
A – In the next phase of study, the study team would work to develop consensus between agency 
and public stakeholders to identify a preferred alternative. 
 
Comment Overview 
 
All comments received are attached to this report and will be discussed in detail in the Project 
Scoping Summary Report. Comments generally focused on the following topics: 
 

• Concerns negative economic impact will be greater with alternative D more than C 
• Opinion both alternatives D and C are too costly 
• Support for alternative C – land will cost less, plus has less impacts to homes and spring 

water 
• Support for corridor alternative farthest from Kingman 
• Request corridor evaluation criteria include comparative analysis on projected accident 

rates, roadway aesthetics, and fuel consumption based on yearly ADT 
• Alternative should be chosen based on speed and ease of implementation 
• Alternative choice should be based on economic impacts before, during, and after 

construction as a selection priority 
• Concerns negative financial impacts will result if businesses are uprooted due to project 

takes 
• Concerns over impacts to residential and commercial property in Kingman 
• Concerns over impacts to Metcalf Acres 
• Request information on property value changes due to new interchange 
• General support for the project including requests for immediate action, that current 

configuration is unsafe, and to expedite selection and implementation process 
• Concern crime from south of the border will increase in Kingman because new roadway 

construction will encourage traffic from Mexico and lack of local resources 
• Cultural concerns resulting from project including protecting historic trails and impacts to 

Kingman historic district 
• Concerns regarding construction inconvenience 
• Requests for details on the roadway, including roadway width and access locations 
• Environmental concerns including impacts to water quality and Beale Springs, and 

increases in traffic noise 
• Design requests including access for Clarks Canyon Road and providing climbing lanes 

to accommodate truck traffic 
• Requests for timely updates to study 
• Requests for general study information 
• Concerns with R/W takes in town, in particular station owners and other 

businesses/homes possibly impacted by proposed corridors 
 





















INFORMATION SHEET 

Environmental Overview

What’s Next

The corridor alternatives are being developed with your feedback and evaluated for environmental issues, 
consistent with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). NEPA requires federal agencies to include 
environmental values in their decision-making processes by considering the environmental, social, and 
economic impacts of proposed actions and reasonable alternatives to those actions. An environmental 
overview has been prepared as part of the engineering study. This information was used to evaluate corridor 
alternatives and to recommend eliminating specific corridor alternatives from further consideration based on 
potential environmental issues.

Issues, Concerns and Opportunities
During the initial phase of the study, several issues, concerns and opportunities were identified as criteria that 
would be used in the corridor alternative evaluation process. These were obtained from investigations 
conducted by the study team and from feedback from the agency and public scoping meetings. The feedback 
can be organized into two categories, Environmental Considerations and Engineering Considerations.

For More Information, Contact:

Shahid Bhuiyan, Project Manager
ADOT Predesign
205 South 17th Avenue, Mail Drop 605E
Phoenix, Arizona  85007
Phone:  602-712-8722
Email: sbhuiyan@azdot.gov

Michele Beggs, Public Information Officer
ADOT Kingman District
3660 East Andy Devine, Mail Drop K600
Kingman, Arizona  86401
Phone: 928-681-6054
Email: mbeggs@azdot.gov

Public Meeting - November 13, 2008

I-40/US 93 West Kingman Traffic Interchange
Feasibility Report and Environmental Studies

Mike Kondelis, District Engineer
ADOT Kingman District
3660 East Andy Devine, Mail Drop K600
Kingman, Arizona  86401
Phone:  928-681-6010
Email: mkondelis@azdot.gov

Study Vicinity Map
ADOT Project No. 040 MO 048 H7323 01L

Federal Project No. NH-040-A(AVJ)
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The Arizona Department of Transportation 
(ADOT), in coordination with the Federal Highway 
Administration and the Bureau of Land 
Management, is conducting a study to identify 
feasible corridors for providing a free-flow traffic 
connection between I-40 and US 93 in the 
Kingman area.  

Potential corridors for a new traffic interchange 
location, including possible improvements to the 
existing I-40/Beale Street traffic interchange, are 
under evaluation. The corridor alternatives have 
been examined for potential environmental, social, 
and economic issues. It is anticipated that the 
findings of this study will be carried forward for 
more detailed study.

Shinarump Traffic Interchange

 Stockton Hill Road Traffic Interchange

I-40/US 93 Traffic Interchange

Hualapai Mountain

Road

93

STUDY
AREA

68

Please review the exhibits around the room. Study Team members are 
available to answer questions and discuss details.

A question and answer session will be held immediately following the 
presentation. To have your question answered in front of the group, please 
write your question on the yellow card provided and hand it to any Study Team 
member.
 
Your input is important to us. Be sure to complete a comment sheet. You may 
leave it with us tonight or submit it to the Study Team by December 12, 2008, 
as directed on the form.

Study Update
A public scoping meeting was held on March 31, 
2008. This meeting introduced the Kingman 
community to the study and invited public 
comments. Eighty-three members of the public 
attended. Comments generally centered on 
impacts to businesses and private property along 
the existing highway, as well as access and 
impacts to recreational areas and trails.  Concerns 
were also voiced about project funding and 
potential environmental impacts on the Cerbat 
Foothills Recreational Area. Since then, an 

analysis of eight potential corridor alternatives (A through H, map inside right) has been conducted. Meetings with 
government agency stakeholders have also been held to solicit comments on the study. Based on agency and public comments, 
traffic analysis, as well as environmental and engineering criteria, Corridors C and D are recommended as the best corridors to 
carry forward for further study.

Tonight the Study Team will present the recommended corridors to carry forward for further detailed study and the reasoning 
behind the corridor selections. We  invite your feedback on the study findings and recommendations.

Study Website: 
www.azdot.gov/highways/districts/kingman/I40_US93_WestKingmanTI.asp

At this time, we are recommending carrying two corridor alternatives, C and D, forward for further detailed study. 
The input we receive from you tonight will help us identify the critical issues that will be considered in concluding 
this study. After tonight’s meeting, the Study Team will consider the feedback from the public and finalize the 
study recommendations.

About Tonight’s Meeting
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Environmental Considerations

=Visual impacts
=Wildlife crossings and connectivity 
=Impacts to flora and fauna
=Conflicts with mining claims and grazing rights
=Impacts to natural water sources
=Impacts to drainage patterns
=Impacts to recreational resources such as Cerbat  

       Foothills Recreation Area and Beale Springs
= Impacts to trails
=Economic impacts resulting from removing traffic from 

Beale Street
=Impacts to residential properties and businesses 

       located near new interchange or roadway
=Tribal concerns and cultural resources
= Outreach for business community
=Considerations regarding land use, both existing and

planned
=Historic sites

Engineering Considerations

=Access to Kingman local streets
=Possible new traffic interchange west of the 

study limits
=Proposed power line close to Corridor

Alternative H
=Traffic interchange spacing at 1-2 mile

increments along I-40
=Clearly define corridors to evaluate possible 

impacts
=Retaining existing traffic interchange
=Traffic study reflects future area development
=Improvements to existing Beale Street traffic 

interchange needed
=Access control on new traffic interchange to

provide free-flow traffic
=Providing roadway drainage

Ahmad Omais, Consultant Project Manager
Kimley-Horn & Associates
7878 North 16th Street, Suite 300
Phoenix, Arizona  85020
Phone:  602-944-5500
Email: ahmad.omais@kimley-horn.com



The study area under consideration includes the area along US 93 from State Route 68 to I-40 and on I-40 from 
the Stockton Hill Road traffic interchange to the Shinarump Drive traffic interchange. As shown to the public last 
March, eight corridor alternatives within this area were developed for consideration: Corridor Alternatives A 
through H (map, right). 

After evaluating the corridors, the Study Team is recommending that Corridor Alternatives A, B, E, F, G, and H 
be eliminated from further consideration. These corridors would have greater impacts on the Cerbat Foothills 
Recreation Area and would require a substantially longer new roadway to be built than Corridors C and D. 
Construction of a longer new roadway results in increased environmental impacts as well as higher  
construction costs. Corridors C and D are recommended as the best corridor alternatives to carry forward for 
the next phase of study, based on engineering and environmental data as well as input received from the public 
and government agency representatives.

The primary objective of this study is to identify feasible corridors that could be used as a direct connection by 
through-traffic traveling between US 93 and I-40. Corridor length and travel time are issues under consideration 
in the selection process. Corridor Alternatives C and D would be most likely to be used by through-traffic, while 
requiring the shortest length of new roadway. Additionally, these alternatives minimize impacts to the Cerbat 
Foothills Recreation Area, a consideration that emerged as a high priority for both agency and public 
stakeholders.

The analysis conducted to date has shown that Corridor Alternatives C and D are feasible corridors in which 
roadway design concepts could be further developed and examined. The next phase of the project 
development process would include developing multiple design concept alternatives and specific roadway 
alignments within the corridors. These design concepts would go through detailed design, development, and 
environmental analysis before a final alternative would be selected.

The Project Development Process 

Detailed 
Study

Planning ConstructionDesignProgramming 
& Funding

Maintain 
& Monitor

Currently the project is in the planning stage at the beginning of the project development process. During 
this phase, long-term planning is conducted to determine future transportation needs and potential 
improvements. Area population growth, anticipated land use, jurisdictional responsibilities, and other 
factors are used to determine the need, feasibility, and general location of future improvements.  The 
public and agency scoping meetings held during March 2008, as well as tonight’s meeting, are a part of this 
first phase.
 
The actual construction of any proposed roadway may not take place for at least ten years, due to funding 
limitations as well as the time required to conduct detailed engineering and environmental studies of the 
potential improvements. ADOT anticipates that the recommended corridors will be advanced to the 
Detailed Study phase, during which design concept alternatives are developed and evaluated. At this time, 
construction funding for this project is not included in the ADOT Five-Year Transportation Facilities 
Construction Program.

Corridor Alternatives Selection

We are here Legend

Eliminated Corridors

Corridor CAlternative 

Corridor Alternative D

Cerbat Foothills 
Recreation Area Boundary

Kingman City limits

I-40/US 93 West Kingman Traffic Interchange
Corridor Alternatives

DD

NORTH
Not to scale



ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

PUBLIC MEETING

The general public is invited to attend an 
informational meeting about potential 
improvements to the Interstate 40 (I-40)/US 
93 traffic interchange in Kingman. The 
Arizona Department of Transportation 
(ADOT), in coordination with the Federal 
Highway Administration and the Bureau of 
Land Management, is conducting a study 
to identify feasible corridors for providing a 
free-flow traffic connection between I-40 
and US 93 in the Kingman area. 

Potential corridors for a new traffic 
interchange location, including possible 
improvements to the existing I-40/Beale 
Street traffic interchange, are under 
evaluation. The corridor alternatives have 
been examined for potential environmental, 
social, and economic issues. It is anticipated 
that the findings of this study will be carried 
forward for more detailed study. 

The purpose of the meeting is to discuss 
the status of the study, present the 

Your Input is Needed on

corridors under consideration, and gather public feedback on the corridor alternatives 
recommended to carry forward for further study. The input received from this meeting will 
be used to help refine the corridor alternatives and finalize the study findings. Study Team 
representatives will be present to answer your questions and address your concerns.  Map 
displays will be available for viewing.

For additional technical information, you may contact Ahmad Omais, phone: (602) 944-5500, 
email:  ahmad.omais@kimley-horn.com. Comments may be submitted by December 12, 
2008, to ADOT c/o Laura Nordan, Jacobs Engineering, 875 West Elliot Road, Suite 201, 
Tempe, Arizona 85284; fax (480) 763-8601; email laura.nordan@jacobs.com. 

Thursday November 13, 2008
6:00 p.m. - 8:00 p.m. (MST)

Presentation at 6:30 P.M.
Palo Christi Elementary School

500 Maple Street, Kingman AZ  86401

I-40/US 93 West Kingman Traffic Interchange
Feasibility Report and Environmental Studies

For additional meeting information, contact:
Laura Nordan, phone: (480) 763-8715, fax: (480) 763-8601, email: laura.nordan@jacobs.com

THIS NEWSPAPER NOTICE IS AVAILABLE AT WWW.ADOTENVIRONMENTAL.COM

MIKE KONDELIS
Kingman District Engineer

ADOT

FLOYD ROEHRICH, JR.
 State Engineer

ADOT

SHAHID BHUIYAN
Project Manager

ADOT

TRACS No.  040 MO 048 H7323 01L       Federal Project No. NH-040-A(AVJ)

Americans with Disabilities Act: Persons with a disability 
may request a reasonable accommodation, such as a sign 
language interpreter, by contacting Laura Nordan at (480) 
763-8715. Requests should be made as early as possible to 
allow time to arrange the accommodation.  This document 
is available in alternate formats by contacting Ms. Nordan.
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Meeting Agenda
Introductions
Project Purpose and Need
Project Development Recap
Summary of Initial Feasibility Report
Findings
Questions and Answers

Project Purpose and Need
Need for a Direct Connection
Between I-40 and US 93 has been
Documented in Previous Studies
Congestion Backs up onto I-40
Area is Developing Fast
Right-of-Way Costs are Escalating
Improve Local Access

Purpose and Need (Continued)
Relieve Congestion – Increase
Roadway Capacity and Improve
Traffic Flow
Accident Reduction
Continued Growth - Plan for Future
Developments

Project Development Recap
Project Development Process
Feasibility Study Process
Public & Agency Feedback
Where We Are Now
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Project Development Recap
Public & Agency Feedback
» Economic Concerns for Existing

Businesses
» Impacts to Trails and Recreation Areas
» Impacts to Private Property and

Residences Along Project Area
» Project Funding Concerns

Project Development Recap
Public & Agency Feedback(cont.)
» Environmental Concerns – Impact to

Wildlife and Water Quality
» Requests for Roadway Details –

Traffic Interchange Locations, Business
Access and Traffic Flow

» Avoid Stockton Hill Area

Summary of Initial Findings
Traffic Analysis
Corridor Alternatives Recap
Corridor Alternatives Comparison
Environmental Overview
Corridors Recommended for Further
Study

Traffic Analysis
Existing and Future Traffic Volumes
Level of Service

Traffic Analysis
Existing and Future Traffic Volumes

Location 2006 Average
Daily Traffic

2040 Average
Daily Traffic

% Growth
in Avg.
Daily

Traffic
WB I-40 Mainline
(North of Beale St)

16,132 45,060 179%

WB I-40 Off-Ramp 12,433 22,627 82%

WB I-40 On-Ramp 1,830 6,510 255%

WB I-40 Mainline
(South of Beale St)

6,863 28,943 322%

US 93 21,500 56,823 164%

EB I-40 Mainline
(South of Beale St)

8,513 29,507 247%

EB I-40 Off-Ramp 2,347 6,574 180%

EB I-40 On-Ramp 12,457 24,340 95%

EB I-40 Mainline
(North of Beale St)

16,603 47,273 185%
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Traffic Analysis
Level of Service

Level of Service A Level of Service D

Level of Service B Level of Service E

Level of Service C Level of Service F

Level of Service Criteria
for Signalized Intersections

Level of Service Delay (seconds/vehicle)

A 0 - 10 seconds
B 10 - 20 seconds
C 20 - 35 seconds
D 35 - 55 seconds
E 55 - 80 seconds
F 80 + seconds

Source:  Exhibit 26-8, Highway Capacity Manual 2000

Traffic Analysis
Existing and Future Levels of
Service

2006
2040

No Build
2040

Direct Connection

Location Average
Delay
(per

vehicle)

Level
of

Service

Average
Delay

(per vehicle)

Level
of

Service

Average
Delay

(per vehicle)

Level
of

Service

US 93/WB I-40 (West side of Traffic Interchange)
SB US 93
(West
approach)

18
seconds

B
286 seconds
(4 minutes

46 seconds)
F 20 seconds C

NB US 93
(East
approach)

6
seconds

A
96 seconds
(1 minute

36 seconds)
F 14 seconds B

WB I-40
Off-Ramp
(North
approach)

31
seconds

C
256 seconds
(4 minutes

16 seconds)
F 28 seconds C

Intersection
Overall

19
seconds B

221 seconds
(3 minutes

41 seconds)
F 18 seconds B

Traffic Analysis
Existing and Future Levels of
Service

2006
2040

No Build
2040

Direct Connection

Location Average
Delay
(per

vehicle)

Level
of

Service

Average
Delay

 (per vehicle)

Level
of

Service

Average
Delay

(per vehicle)

Level
of

Service

US 93/Beale St./EB I-40 (East side of Traffic Interchange)
SB US 93
(West
approach)

20
seconds

C
455 seconds
(7 minutes

35 seconds)
F 13 seconds B

NB US 93
(East
approach)

60
seconds

E
522 seconds
(8 minutes

42 seconds)
F 29 seconds C

EB I-40 Off-
Ramp
(South
approach)

38
seconds

D
214 seconds
(3 minutes

34 seconds)
F 29 seconds C

Intersection
Overall 38

seconds
D

454 seconds
(7 minutes

34 seconds)
F 24 seconds C

Corridor Alternatives Comparison
No Build
South Corridors (A, B, G, and H)
North Corridors (C, D, E, and F)
Evaluation Criteria and
Measurements

Corridor
Alternatives

South Corridor
Alternatives

» A, B, G, and H
North Corridor
Alternatives

» C, D, E, and F

Evaluation Criteria/Measurements
Land Use Considerations

Evaluation Criteria Unit of
Measure A B C D E F G H

Bureau of Land Management /
Cerbat Foothills Recreation Area
Outside City of Kingman Limits

acres 108 38 0 0 0 0 122 242

Bureau of Land Management /
Cerbat Foothills Recreation Area
within City of Kingman Limits

acres 0 44 14 16 36 36 0 0

City of Kingman & Private Land acres 5 9 22 20 57 59 14 43

State Land acres 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 90

Length of Corridor miles 3.1 2.5 1.0 1.0 2.5 2.6 3.7 7.0

Order of Magnitude Total Project
Cost $ Millions $ 62 M $ 62 M Up to

$204 M $ 51 M $57 M $ 60 M $ 71 M $200 M

Corridor Alternatives Comparison

4(f) resources are defined as public parks, recreation areas, wildlife/waterfowl refuges, and historic sites
(from the US Department of Transportation Act of 1966)

6(f) resources are defined as recreation properties that were acquired or developed with grants from the
Land and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1964
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Evaluation Criteria/Measurements

Traffic Considerations

Evaluation Criteria Unit of
Measure A B C D E F G H

Distance from Nearest
Interchange miles 1.4 0.9 0 0.5 1.2 0.9 2.0 1.1

Length of Travel from Stockton
Hill Traffic Interchange on I-40
to SR 68 Traffic Interchange on
US 93 (WB I-40 to NB US 93 )

miles 9.4 8.3 6.7 6.1 6.6 5.8 11.3 14.1

Anticipated utilization of the
direct connection by through
traffic

- <20% <20% 35% to
50%

35% to
50%

25% to
35%

25% to
35% <10% <10%

Corridor Alternatives Comparison
Evaluation Criteria/Measurements

Environmental Considerations
Evaluation Criteria Unit of

Measure
A B C D E F G H

Section 4(f) lands Acres 108 38 0 0 0 0 122 242

Potential Impact on Section 6(f)
property

Yes / No No No No No Yes Yes No No

Potential Conflicts with Known
Archaeological Sites count 3 3 2 6 4 4 4 3

Number of Facilities with
Underground Storage Tanks

count 0 0 9 0 0 0 0 1

Number of Facilities with
Leaking Underground Storage

Tanks
count 1 0 11 0 0 2 1 1

Number of Hazardous Waste
Handling Facilities count 0 1 1 0 0 0 0 0

Wash Crossings count 6 6 3 3 4 4 8 13

Potential Number of Residential
Parcels

count 0 0 9 13 6 26 1 1

Potential Number of Business
Parcels count 0 0 27 0 1 1 0 0

Potential Number of
Vacant/Municipal/Mixed/Other count 5 6 37 15 9 12 7 7

Major Utility Conflicts count 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 3

Springs/Wells/Water Tanks count 0 0 0 1 2 2 0 1

Corridor Alternatives Comparison

Section 4(f) & 6(f) Resources Corridors Recommended for Further Study

Questions and Answers
Please submit your questions on a
card as shown below:

We Want to Know What You Think!
Please fill out a comment form
» Leave it tonight
» Fax it
» E-mail or mail it
Please submit your comments by
December  12, 2008
Thank you for your time and input















ARIZONA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

PUBLIC MEETING
I-40/US 93 West Kingman Traffic Interchange  

Thursday, November 13, 2008 
Palo Christi Elementary School 

500 Maple Street, Kingman, AZ  86401 
6 pm – 8 pm (MST) 

Presentation Time – 6:30 pm 
The general public is invited to attend an informational meeting about a 
long-range planning study of potential improvements to the I-40/US 93 
traffic interchange in Kingman. The study will identify corridors for providing 
a free-flow traffic connection between I-40 and US 93. Corridors for a new 
interchange location, including possible improvements to the existing Beale 
Street interchange, will be evaluated. The purpose of the meeting is to dis-
cuss the status of the study, present the alternatives under consideration, and 
gather public feedback on the alternatives recommended to carry forward 
for further study.  Input received from this meeting will be used to help refine 
the corridor alternatives and finalize the study recommendations. 

For additional technical information, you may contact Ahmad Omais, phone: (602) 944-5500, email: ahmad.omais@kimley-horn.com. 
Persons with a disability may request a reasonable accommodation, such as a sign language interpreter, by contacting Laura Nordan at (480) 

763-8715; fax (480) 763-8601. Requests should be made as early as possible to allow time to arrange the accommodation.    
                       MIKE KONDELIS  

Kingman District Engineer 
SHAHID BHUIYAN  

Predesign Project Manager 
FLOYD ROEHRICH, JR. 

State Engineer 
TRACS No. 040 MO 048 H7323 01L / Federal Project No. NH-040-A(AVJ) 

 



  
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 

           
 

 

ADOT Public Meeting 
November 13, 2008  

6:00 – 8:00 pm 
 

Palo Christi Elementary School 
Kingman, AZ 

 























































Cole, Coralie 

From: Cathy Gates [catgonefishing@yahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, November 20, 2008 7:42 AM

To: Cole, Coralie

Subject: Re: Hwy 93-I 40

Page 1 of 2

3/2/2009

Thank you Coralie.  Look forward to getting the map to see exactly how it impacts my mother and I. 
  
Cathy 
 

From: "Cole, Coralie" <Coralie.Cole@jacobs.com> 
To: Cathy Gates <catgonefishing@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, November 19, 2008 3:44:52 PM 
Subject: RE: Hwy 93-I 40 
 
Thank you for the information Cathy.  
I’ll forward your parcel information and map request to the study team, and follow up with you soon. Your input is 
a valuable part of the study process. 
Thanks again, 
  
Coralie 
  
Environmental Planner 
Jacobs 
875 West Elliot Road, Suite 201 
Tempe, Arizona  85284 
ph:  480.763.8734 
  

-----Original Message----- 
From: Cathy Gates [mailto:catgonefishing@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, November 19, 2008 1:59 PM 
To: Cole, Coralie 
Cc: diamondjc@citlink.net 
Subject: Re: Hwy 93-I 40 
  
My parcel number is 301-01-121.  My mother lives accross the street and owns property around 
me.  Her parcels are 304-01-128, 304-01-033, and 304-01-140.  I would really appreciate a better 
map and idea where each corridor alternative is.   
  
Thank you, 
  
Cathy 
  

From: "Cole, Coralie" <Coralie.Cole@jacobs.com> 
To: catgonefishing@yahoo.com 
Sent: Wednesday, November 19, 2008 1:09:31 PM 
Subject: Hwy 93-I 40 

Cathy: 
  
Here is some more information regarding property issues with respect to the study. 



  
Corridor alternatives represented in the study should be considered a “broad brush stroke” depiction of 
each corridor under consideration and are 1/ 4 mile wide.  Alignments within those corridors will not be 
determined until the preferred corridor itself has been selected – so essentially within each “broad brush 
stroke” represented there can be many alignment options. The actual roadway will be constructed within 
a 300 foot-wide right-of-way-footprint within the corridor. 
  
Also I wanted to point out the study is far from establishing the footprint of a proposed roadway location, 
and while the study is underway, impacts to private property are one of many study criteria used to 
determine where these alignments take place. Avoidance of properties, if possible, is the preferred route. 
  
It would be helpful to pass your location on to the study team – do you happen to know the parcel number 
of your property so the engineers can plot it against the corridors? If you have any questions, please let 
me know. 
  
Thanks again, 
Coralie Cole 
  
  
Environmental Planner 
Jacobs 
875 West Elliot Road, Suite 201 
Tempe, Arizona  85284 
ph:  480.763.8734 
  
  
 
NOTICE - This communication may contain confidential and privileged information that is for 
the sole use of the intended recipient. Any viewing, copying or distribution of, or reliance on this 
message by unintended recipients is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in 
error, please notify us immediately by replying to the message and deleting it from your 
computer.  
  

  
 
NOTICE - This communication may contain confidential and privileged information that is for the sole 
use of the intended recipient. Any viewing, copying or distribution of, or reliance on this message by 
unintended recipients is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please notify us 
immediately by replying to the message and deleting it from your computer.  
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Cole, Coralie 

From: Cathy Gates [catgonefishing@yahoo.com]

Sent: Thursday, December 04, 2008 9:02 AM

To: Cole, Coralie

Subject: Re: Hwy 93-I 40

Page 1 of 2

3/2/2009

Coralie, 
  
I sent you mine and my mothers parcel numbers.  Have you and the team had a chance to look at where 
my property is in conjuction with the 2 proposed sites?  From what you have sent me it looks like it goes 
right through my house or right my it. 
  
Please advise. 
  
Cathy 
 

From: "Cole, Coralie" <Coralie.Cole@jacobs.com> 
To: Cathy Gates <catgonefishing@yahoo.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2008 4:20:58 PM 
Subject: RE: Hwy 93-I 40 
 
Cathy: 
  
As requested, I’ve attached the Public Meeting Handout, PDFs of the Power Point Slides, and a PDF of the 
Comment Sheet. 
  
The project website is currently being updated to include PDFs of the Study Information Boards which were on 
display at the Public Meeting.   
The website is listed on the first page of the handout, and I’ve included it here as well:  
www.azdot.gov/highways/districts/kingman/I40_US93_WestKingmanTI.asp 
  
A thorough detailed study will be conducted of the corridors which include examining cultural resources as well as 
water and other environmental impacts.  The preferred result is to minimize impacts to both cultural and natural 
resources. 
  
Please review the materials I’ve sent over - I encourage you to submit your thoughts, ideas and concerns on the 
Comment Sheet, or simply email your input back to this email address. Comments received up to December 12 
th, 2008 will be included in the official record of the study and will assist the study team in making the preferred 
corridor determination. Your input is a valuable part of this process. 
  
Thank you for taking your time in participating in the I-40/US 93 West Kingman Traffic Interchange Study. 
  
Sincerely, 
Coralie Cole 
  
Environmental Planner 
Jacobs 
875 West Elliot Road, Suite 201 
Tempe, Arizona  85284 
ph:  480.763.8734 
  

-----Original Message----- 
From: Cathy Gates [mailto:catgonefishing@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, November 18, 2008 9:18 AM 



To: Cole, Coralie 
Subject: Re: Hwy 93-I 40 
  
Please email them to me.  The proposed D goes right through my house and C would definately 
affect me as well.  Do you all realize the historical nature and water tables of our property?  
Also, there have been archalogical surveys done behing my property.   
  
Thank you, 
  
Cathy Gates 
  

From: "Cole, Coralie" <Coralie.Cole@jacobs.com> 
To: catgonefishing@yahoo.com 
Sent: Monday, November 17, 2008 4:26:31 PM 
Subject: Hwy 93-I 40 

Cathy – I was sent your email request for information. Would you like us to email you pdfs of the meeting 
materials or would you prefer them mailed to you via the post? 
  
We can accommodate you either way, 
Thanks, 
Coralie 
  
Environmental Planner 
Jacobs 
875 West Elliot Road, Suite 201 
Tempe, Arizona  85284 
ph:  480.763.8734 
  
  
 
NOTICE - This communication may contain confidential and privileged information that is for 
the sole use of the intended recipient. Any viewing, copying or distribution of, or reliance on this 
message by unintended recipients is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in 
error, please notify us immediately by replying to the message and deleting it from your 
computer.  
  

  
 
NOTICE - This communication may contain confidential and privileged information that is for the sole 
use of the intended recipient. Any viewing, copying or distribution of, or reliance on this message by 
unintended recipients is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please notify us 
immediately by replying to the message and deleting it from your computer.  
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Cole, Coralie 

From: Evelyn Price [evierae@citlink.net]

Sent: Sunday, November 23, 2008 1:54 PM

To: ahmad.omais@kimley-horn.com; sbhuiyan@azdot.gov; Cole, Coralie; mkondelis@azdot.gov

Subject: ADOT I-40/US 93 West Kingman Traffic Interchange -- Public Meeting - November 13, 2008

Page 1 of 1

3/2/2009

Re:  I-40/US 93 West Kingman Traffic Interchange
       Feasibility Report and Environmental Studies 
       Public Meeting - November 13, 2008 
  
Ahmad Omais, Consultant Project Manager 
Kimley-Horn & Associates 
7878 North 16rh Street, Suite 300 
Phoenix, Arizona 85020 
  
Dear Mr. Omais: 
  
Thank you for the informative presentation of the Study Team analysis and current recommendations of Corridors 
Alternatives C and D.   However, I was greatly heartened with your statement that selection of Corridors C and D 
is not 'set in stone'.   Both these corridors will have a direct impact on Metcalfe Acres which was surveyed in the 
1930s by E. Ross  Householder for Charles Metcalfe.   My step-dad, Lawrence Monroe Hall, worked on that 
survey team . . . part of his payment for services was one acre, bordered on the south by Hall Lane (named for 
him) and Evelyn Drive on the west . . . my home at 920 Evelyn Drive.   Mr. Householder had a penchant for giving 
female names for the streets . . . Joyce,  Alma,  Lynette (for his wife) and Evelyn Drive for the three Evelyns that 
lived in the Acres . . . Mrs. Evelyn Swanson, Mrs. Evelyn Venable, and young Evelyn Rae Fox (Price).   As the 
last of the Evelyns, I am a self-appointed custodian of Metcalfe Acres . . . other streets included are Kit Carson 
Road, Ericson Drive, Fort Beale Drive. 
  
In order to gain some insight into the Study Team's analysis, I did a cursory reconnaissance drive from my home 
on Evelyn Drive - Ericson Drive to Fort Beale Drive into Anson Smith Road to Stockton Hill Road  to Andy Devine 
Avenue to Beale Street . . . then 93N over Coyote Pass  and under the 68/93 Interchange into outskirts of Golden 
Valley and back to Kingman.   Then I drove old 66 west and returned by I-40, on past Cerbat Golf course to SHR 
and home.   Looks like the plan may be to enter 93N east of Coyote Pass.  The far south edge of Corridor C 
(marked in red) seems to be a  feasible route along the top of the hill south of the truck wash facility, truck stops, 
service stations, housing, etc., and could have the least impact into Metcalfe Acres. 
  
We hope that some of the Corridor Alternatives might be reconsidered for evaluation.   The concern for incursion 
into residential areas should be of equal importance as the possible impacts to the Cerbat Foothills Recreation 
Area.   We will be very interested in your further studies and reports. 
  
Again, thank you. 
  
Sincerely yours, 
  
Evelyn R. Price 
(920 Evelyn Drive) 
P. O. Box 3465 
Kingman, Arizona  86402 
evierae@citlink.net 
928-753-3644 
  
  



From: Michele E. Beggs [MBeggs@azdot.gov] 
Sent: Wed 12/3/2008 9:00 AM 
To: jasonjray@cox.net [mailto:jasonjray@cox.net] 
Subject: Kingman 93/40 
 
Hello Jason Ray, 
The meeting materials from our public meeting last month are available 
on 
http://www.azdot.gov/highways/districts/kingman/I40_US93_WestKingmanTI.
a 
sp 
 
Please let me know if you have any questions regarding the materials. 
At this time we are receiving comments regarding the proposed 
alternatives 
- I will certainly pass on your e-mail noting your preferred 
alternative is D.  
 
Thank you and have a nice day, 
Michele Beggs 
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: jasonjray@cox.net [mailto:jasonjray@cox.net] 
Sent: Tuesday, December 02, 2008 8:24 PM 
To: Michele E. Beggs 
Subject: Kingman 93/40 
 
Michele, 
 
I was wondering what came out of the meeting with the city of Kingman 
as a result of the 93/40 interchange.  I think after the Hoover dam 
bypass is completed the volume of that interchange might double.  When 
looking at the project area map my vote goes to alternative D.  I think 
you will see Beale st. get just as much or more business even with that 
alternative.  
 
http://www.azdot.gov/highways/districts/kingman/PDF/Project_Area.pdf 
 
 
Thanks for the update. 
 
Jason Ray 
  
-------------------------------------------------------- 
 
  
Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and 
any attachments are intended for use by the person(s)/entity(ies) named 
above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any 
unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly prohibited. If 
you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, 
and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments. 
 



Cole, Coralie 

From: John Brooke [jbrooke@rgv.rr.com]

Sent: Friday, December 12, 2008 9:00 PM

To: Cole, Coralie

Cc: jbrooke@rgv.rr.com; jwbrooke@gmail.com

Subject: I-40/US 93 West Kingman TI-Project No. 040 MO 48 H732301L

Page 1 of 1

3/2/2009

Dear Coralie: 
  
I would like to give your study group the list of property that our family owns or has an interest in located in 
Kingman, AZ.  The identification of the parcels should not to be included in the public comment record. 
  
Parcel ID #30411060 
Parcel ID #30412005 
Parcel ID #30412006 
Parcel ID #30412130A 
Parcel ID #30412099 
Parcel ID #30412100 
Parcel ID #30412101 
Parcel ID #30412104 
Parcel ID #30412107 
Parcel ID #30412108 
  
For the public record: 
  
As owners of some property along the proposed Beale Street corridor, we would hope that any taking by the State 
of Arizona for right of way be in areas only where it is absolutely necessary.  One of my family members 
purchased property in Kingman sometime in the early 1960's.  The State of Arizona Highway Department said 
they needed the property, but with later design changes to the highway, it was not needed and was subsequently 
sold as surplus property.  
  
We would like to see the continued viability of commercial property along Beale Street West of I-40.  Any designs 
affecting access by way of ingress and egress along this area should be carefully considered as to the impact 
upon the property owners.  I also believe, property owners along US 93 do not want to be cut off from the 
increasing traffic flow that will be generated after completion of the Hoover Bypass project.     
Thank you for your consideration when you decide upon these issues. 
  
John W. Brooke 
  
  
  



Cole, Coralie 

From: Michele E. Beggs [MBeggs@azdot.gov]

Sent: Monday, November 17, 2008 1:07 PM

To: Cole, Coralie

Subject: Fw: I-40/US 93 West Kingman Traffic

Page 1 of 1

3/2/2009

Hi Coralie, 
I am in Bullhead for Frameworks meetings - will you please respond to this request? 
Thanks. 

From: Keith Evans  
To: Michele E. Beggs  
Sent: Mon Nov 17 12:01:36 2008 
Subject: I-40/US 93 West Kingman Traffic  

Dear Ms. Beggs: 
  
My name is Keith J. Evans. 
  
I was not able to attend the meeting last Thursday.  I would like to "view maps and graphics" with regards to 
the proposed I-40/US 93 connection- or whatever the term is. 
  
I checked out the ADOT website and could not find any such link?  Are there any maps or artist renderings on 
the website? 
  
Please advise and thank you. 
  
Keith J. Evans 
  

  
Confidentiality and Nondisclosure Notice: This email transmission and any attachments are intended for use by the person(s)/entity
(ies) named above and may contain confidential/privileged information. Any unauthorized use, disclosure or distribution is strictly 
prohibited. If you are not the intended recipient, please contact the sender by email, and delete or destroy all copies plus attachments. 



Cole, Coralie 

From: Carol Kiser [carollk@citlink.net]

Sent: Monday, November 17, 2008 11:00 AM

To: Cole, Coralie

Subject: Beale

Page 1 of 1

3/2/2009

1-40 US west  Kingman Traffic Interchange ADOT project ## 040 MO 048 H 732301 / 
My vote goes to C it well have less effect on homes and spring water and the land and cost 
well be less.  
  
carol kiser                                                  









November 18, 2008 
 
Dear Coralie:  
 
I don't believe I received any of the materials for the meeting that was held last week.  If 
they are ready, could you send them to me  
at this email address.  Thanks for your help. 
 
John Brooke 
 
On Nov 5, 2008, at 7:23 PM, Cole, Coralie wrote: 
 
 
John:�
 �
We will mail you a copy of the materials for next week’s public meeting as soon they have been 
finalized.�
 �
As requested I’ve included the website link for the project which includes information from the 
previous Public Meeting:�
 �
www.azdot.gov/highways/districts/kingman/I40_US93_WestKingmanTI.asp�
 �
If you have any more questions, please do not hesitate to contact us.�
 �
Thank you,�
Coralie Cole�
 �
 �
 �
Environmental Planner�
�������������������������
875 West Elliot Road, Suite 201�
Tempe, Arizona  85284�
ph:  480.763.8734�
 �
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